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Interview Summary 


Application No. 

09/660,500 


Applicant(s) 

HANSON ETAL 


Examiner 

Prieto B. 


Art Unit 
2142 





Alt participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 



( 1 ) Prieto B. (Prim. Ex.) . (3) . 

(2) Fan's, R. (Reo. No. 31,352) . (4) . 

Date of Interview: 06 October 2005 . 

Type: a)^ Telephonic b)[3 Video Conference 

c)n Personal [copy given to: 1)0 applicant 2)0 applicant's representative] 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)n Yes e)^ No. 
If Yes. brief description: . 

Claim(s) .discussed: 1_. 

Identification of prior art discussed: Shuen (US 5,572,528) . 

Agreement with respect to the claims f)n was reached. g)n was not reached, h)^ N/A. 



Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
reached, or any other comments: See Continuation Sheet . 

(A fuller description, if necessary, and a copy of the amendments which the examiner agreed would render the claims 
allowable, if available, must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments that would render the claims 
allowable is available, a summary thereof must be attached.) 

THE FORMAL WRITTEN REPLY TO THE LAST OFFICE ACTION IVIUST INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THE 
INTERVIEW. (See MPEP Section 713.04). If a reply to the last Office action has already been filed. APPLICANT IS 
GIVEN ONE MONTH FROM THIS INTERVIEW DATE, OR THE MAILING DATE OF THIS INTERVIEW SUMMARY 
FORM. WHICHEVER IS LATER, TO FILE A STATEMENT OF THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW. See 
Summary of Record of Interview requirements on reverse side or on attached sheeL 



Examiner Note: You must sign this form unless it is an 




Attachment to a signed Office action. Examiner's signature, if required 

U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 

PTOL-413 (Rev. 04-03) Interview Summary Paper No. 102405 



Summary of Record of Interview Requirements 

Manual of Patent Examining Procedure (MPEP), Section 713.04, Substance of Interview Must be Made of Record 

A complete written statement as to the substance of any face-to-face, video conference, or telephone Interview with regard to an application must be made of record in the 
application whether or not an agreement with the examiner was reached at the interview. 

Title 37 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) § 1.133 Interviews 

Paragraph (b) 

In every instance where reconsideration is requested in view of an interview with an examiner, a complete written statement of the reasons presented at the interview as 
warranting favorable action must be filed by the applicant. An interview does not remove the necessity for reply to Office action as specified in §§ 1.111, 1.135. (35 U.S.C. 132) 

37 CFR §1 .2 Business to be transacted in writing. 
All business with the Patent or Trademark Office should be transacted in writing. The personal attendance of applicants or their attorneys or agents at the Patent and 
Trademarit Office is unnecessary. The action of the Patent and Trademark Office will be based exclusively on the written record in the Office. No attention will be paid to 
any alleged oral promise, stipulation, or understanding in relation to which there is disagreement or doubt. 



The action of the Patent and Trademark Office cannot be based exclusively on the written record in the Office if that record is itself 
incomplete through the failure to record the substance of interviews. 

It is the responsibility of the applicant or the attorney or agent to make the substance of an Interview of record in the application file, unless 
the examiner indicates he or she will do so. It is the examiner's responsibility to see that such a record is made and to correct material inaccuracies 
which bear directly on the question of patentability. 

Examiners must complete an Interview Summary Form for each interview held where a matter of substance has been discussed during the 
interview by checking the appropriate boxes and filling in the blanks. Discussions regarding only procedural matters, directed solely to restriction 
requirements for which interview recordation is otherwise provided for in Section 812.01 of the Manual of Patent Examining Procedure, or pointing 
out typographical errors or unreadable script in Office actions or the like, are excluded from the interview recordation procedures below. Where the 
substance of an interview is completely recorded in an Examiners Amendment, no separate Interview Summary Record is required. 

The Interview Summary Form shall be given an appropriate Paper No., placed in the right hand portion of the file, and listed on the 
"Contents" section of the file wrapper. In a personal interview, a duplicate of the Form is given to the applicant (or attorney or agent) at the 
conclusion of the interview. In the case of a telephone or video-conference interview, the copy Is mailed to the applicant's correspondence address 
either with or prior to the next official communication. If additional correspondence firom the examiner is not likely before an allowance or if other 
circumstances dictate, the Form should be mailed promptly after the interview rather than with the next official communication. 

The Form provides for recordation of the following infonmation: 

- Application Number (Series Code and Serial Number) 

- Name of applicant 

- Name of examiner 

- Date of interview 

- Type of interview (telephonic, video-conference, or personal) 

- Name of partidpant(s) (applicant, attorney or agent, examiner, other PTO personnel, etc.) 

- An indication whether or not an exhibit was shown or a demonstration conducted 

- An identification of the specific prior art discussed 

- An indication whether an agreement was reached and if so, a description of the general nature of the agreement (may be by 
attachment of a copy of amendments or claims agreed as being allowable). Note: Agreement as to allowability Is tentative and does 
not restrict further action by the examiner to the contrary. 

- The signature of the examiner who conducted the interview (if Forni Is not an attachment to a signed Office action) 

It is desirable that the examiner orally remind the applicant of his or her obligation to record the substance of the interview of each case. It 
should be noted, however, that the Interview Summary Form will not normally be considered a complete and proper recordation of the interview 
unless it includes, or is supplemented by the applicant or the examiner to include, all of the applicable items required below concerning the 
substance of the interview. 

A complete and proper recordation of the substance of any interview should include at least the following applicable items: 

1) A brief description of the nature of any exhibit shown or any demonstration conducted, 

2) an identification of the claims discussed, 

3) an identification of the specific prior art discussed, 

4) an identification of the principal proposed amendments of a substantive nature discussed, unless these are already described on the 
Interview Summary Form completed by the Examiner, 

5} a brief identification of the general thrust of the principal arguments presented to the examiner, 

(The identification of arguments need not be lengthy or elaborate. A verbatim or highly detailed description of the arguments is not 
required. The identification of the arguments is sufficient if the general nature or thrust of the principal arguments made to the 
examiner can be understood in the context of the application file. Of course, the applicant may desire to emphasize and fully 
describe those arguments which he or she feels were or might be persuasive to the examiner.) 

6) a general indication of any other pertinent matters discussed, and 

7) if appropriate, the general results or outcome of the interview unless already described In the Interview Summary Fonm completed by 
the examiner. 

Examiners are expected to carefully review the applicant's record of the substance of an interview. If the record is not complete and 
accurate, the examiner will give the applicant an extendable one month time period to correct the record. 

Examiner to Check for Accuracy 

If the claims are allowable for other reasons of record, the examiner should send a letter setting forth the examiner's version of the 
statement attributed to him or her. If the record is complete and accurate, the examiner should place the Indication, "Interview Record OK" on the 
paper recording the substance of the interview along with the date and the examiner's initials. 
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Continuation Sheet (PTOL-413) 



Application No. 09/660,500 



Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other connnnents: Applicant contacted examiner requesting a personal interview for 
which corresponding agenda and proposed annendment was faxed (see attached). Examiner based on a cursory 
review indicated that claims seem to be substantially amended and therefore will most likely require further search and 
consideration. This said, it seems unproductive to has a personal interview with the inventor(s). Examiner however 
offered to provide an indication of the effectiveness in overcoming the applied prior art by the proposed amendment. 
Based on a cursory review and contingent to full examination upon submission of applicant's response to following is 
noted with respect to proposed amendment limitation: the proposed amendment seems to attempt to establish a 
difference between a "first data" and a "further data", specifically, where the first identifies the node over a first network 
and the further data at least in part identifies the node on a second network and the further data is not the first data, 
when simplified or simply stated. The concept which broadly seems to be set forward is clearly described on page 105- 
106 regarding fig. 21 of the specs, wherein a mobile (roaming) node (104) is given by mms node (102) a list of 
addresses through which it can be reached when located on other network segments, i.e. " first data" is the identifier of 
the node when accessed over a first network segment and and "further data" is the identifier of the node when 
accessed over a second network segment. This concept seems not to be distinguishable over the applied reference 
wherein the router provides the mobile host with its "reachability" meaning packets on any network segment will reach 
the router first for redirecting to the mobile host where ever located. Sheun teaches providing the mobile system over 
the first network during said established connection, data identifying the node on a second network to which all data 
directed to the mobile system is directed (col 17/lines 60-col 18/lines 6, col 16/line 60-col 17/line 17) and using said 
data to establish communication between the mobile system and the node on the second network (col 8/lines 14-22, 
col 9/lines 37-49, using said data to access the node col 9/lines 16-21). Applicant is urged to review this portion plus 
the cited relevant art for amending the claim. The claims as previously presented and as amended set forth the 
concept of described on the specs noted above, at this point Examiner believes the inventive concept has not been 
misinterpreted. The above explanation is provided in good faith to aid applicant and should not be used to bind 
examiner because this is all based on a cursory review as indicated above.. 



BEATRIZPRIETO 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 
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BF«5T AVAILABLE COPV 

Sep IB 2005 10:52 P. 02 



NIXON & VANDERHYE PC . Fax: 703-81 G-fll 00 



RECEIVED 

CQfTRALFAXCBfTEn 

SEP. 1 6 2005 



m THE tJWI TED STATES PATENT ANjp TRADEMARK OFFICE 



In re Patent Application of 
HANSON etal. 
Appl.No. 09/660,500 
File± 12 September 2000 



Atty. Ref.: 3978-5; ConfinnatiQn No. 6594 
TC/A.U. 2142 : 
Examiner: Prieto, Beatriz 



For METHOD AND APPARATUS FOR PROVIDiNG MOBILE AND OTHER 
INTERMITTENT CONNECTIVrrY IN A CO)MDPUTING ENVIRONMENT 



DRAFT 



Commissioner for Patents 

P.O. Box 1450 

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 



Sir: 



DRAFT AMENDMENT - FOR DISCUSSION PURPOSES ONLY 



Responsive to the Official Action dated June 21, 200S» please amend the 
above-identified application as follows: 



PAGE m ' RCVD AT 9/16/2005 10:51:41 AM [Eastern Daylight rune] ' SVR:USPT0-EFXRF-6f1 ' DN]S:8729306' CSID:703816 4100' DURATION (iiun-ss):0MG)46o 



NIXON & VANOERHYE PC Fax:703-816-4100 



Sep 16 2005 10:52 



P. 01 



Fp'OL-4l3A (08-03) 

. I * J Approved for use through O7/31/2O0( . 0MB 0651-0031 

U.S. Patent and Tradamarfc Office: U^. DEPARTMEN rOF OOMMERCE 



Applicant Initiated Interview Request Form 



AppUcatioxiNo. 09/660,500 First Named Applicant: Hanaoy 



Examioei: Frieto, Beairi z 

Tentative Participants: 

(1) Beatriz Prieto 



ArtUoit 2Z42 



Status of Applicatioii: Pending 



(3) Robert W.Faris 



Proposed date of Intixview; 



(2) Emil Stmniolo 
(4) 



COlTHALFAXCeffER 



SEP 



I 6 2005 



Proposed Time: 



(AIM 7PM) 



Typeof Interview Requested; 

(1) U Telephonic (2) ^ Personal (3) □ Video Conference 

Exhibit To Be Shown or Demonstrated: □ YES Q NQ 

If yes, provide brief description: 



Issues To Be Discussed 



Issues 

(ReJ., Obj., etc) 



(1) 35USC?103 

(2) 

W 



Claims/ 
Tig. Us 

21-27 



Prior 
Art 

Shugg, ILapona 



Discussed 

□ 
□ 
□ 
□ 



Agreed 

□ 
□ 
□ 
□ 



□ Continuation Sheet Attached 

Brief Description of Arguuxents to be Presented: 

See attachad proposed drqft daim amendment for discussion purposes. 



An interview was cgaducted on the above-identilied appUcation on 



NOTE ! 

This form should be completed by applicant and submitted to the examln^ In advance of the interview («ee MP£P 
This application wiU not be ddayed from issue because of applicant's Caiimre to submit a written record of this i 
Therefore, application is advised to file a statement of the substance of this interview (37 CJ?M* § L133(b)) as so 
possible. 

Applicant/Applicant's Representative Signature) 



(Examinei^/SPE Signatiire) 



Not Agreed 

n 

[2 
[1 



§ 713.01). 
ii terview. 
on as 



tp jQDk (and by 
minutes to 



t^kcll 



TbU coQccdoo of Islonnatlon b required by 37 CF JL § 1.133. Th« tafornutloii b j«<{iilrcdiD ohtidn or niaiii m benefit by tlic pnUlc wbjeti Is 
tlic USFTO to procc&s) aa appttaUwn. ConfidentiBUty la governed bj 35 U^,C. $ 122 and 37 CJPJR. g 144. ThU coUeOtoo b csdmatcd to U 1 
complete, ifidading gatbcringp prcpartag, and Mbroicttng iht completed appUcattoo form tothe USPTO. Time will wj dcpcDding upon tbc 
Aoy ooromms oq tb« aiDount ot time you reonlre to complete thb Conn aod/or soggesttou Br rcdndog tlib bardcob should be seat to the C Uef Information 
Officer, VS. Patent and Trademark OfOce, U^. nqpartxneot of commerce, P.O. Bftx 145^ Ajkmdria, VA 22313-1450* DO NOT SEND F^S OA 
COMFL£T£D FORMS TO THIS ADDRESS. SEfa)TO: Commiuioner for Patents, P.O. 9oz 145^ iUEnndrlap VA 22313-1^ 
If you need assistance in completing the form, call I^00'JPTO»9I99 and jselection option 2. 
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